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DETAILED ACTION 

Status of the Application 

1. Claims 1-15 are cancelled in this application. 

2. Claims 16-41 and 43 are pending in this application. 

3. Claim 42 is withdrawn in this application due to election of species. 

4. If applicant is aware of any prior art or any co-pending application not already on 
record, the applicant is reminded of his/her duty under 37 C.F.R §1 .56 to disclose the 
same. 

Election/Restrictions 

1. This application contains claims directed to the following patentably distinct 
species: 

• Species A: drawn to an electronic device configured as a mobile 
telephone. 

• Species B: drawn to an electronic device configured as a point of sale 
terminal. 

5. During a telephone conversation with Michael Taylor on 12/12/2007 a provisional 
election was made without traverse to prosecute the invention of Species B, claim 43. 
Affirmation of this election must be made by applicant in replying to this Office action. 
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Claim 42 withdrawn from further consideration by the examiner, 37 CFR 1 .142(b), as 
being drawn to a non-elected invention. 

6. Applicant is reminded that upon the cancellation of claims to a non-elected 
invention, the inventorship must be amended in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .48(b) if one 
or more of the currently named inventors is no longer an inventor of at least one claim 
remaining in the application. Any amendment of inventorship must be accompanied by 
a request under 37 CFR 1 .48(b) and by the fee required under 37 CFR 1 .17(1). 

7. Upon the allowance of a generic claim. Applicant will be entitled to consideration 
of claims to additional species which depend from or otherwise require all the limitations 
of an allowable generic claim as provided by 37 CFR 1 .141 . If claims are added after 
the election, applicant must indicate which are readable upon the elected species. 
MPEP § 809.02(a). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

8. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification sliall conclude witli one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

9. Claims 16-40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

10. Claims 16-40 recite the limitation "fundamental module", "central module" and 
"complementary module". The phrase "fundamental", "central" and "complementary" is 
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viewed to be vague and indefinite in distinguishing between the modules. Any module 
that performs the tasks of the "fundamental module", "central module" and 
"complementary module" can be labeled as such. Therefore no weight is given to the 
phrase "fundamental", "central", and "complementary". 

1 1 . Claim 16 recites the limitation "generating a new set of events by the framework 
after execution of the central module" and Claim 17 recite "wherein the framework 
generates a new set of events after completing execution of the central module". The 
phrase "new set of events" is viewed to be vague and indefinite. It is unclear as to what 
"event" the applicant Is referring to. Any interaction or output of the module or 
component of the system can be viewed as an event. The phrase "execution of the 
central module" is also viewed to be vague and indefinite. It is unclear if the limitation is 
implying that the central module is executed by the framework or if an application within 
the central module Is executed. 

1 2. Claim 24 recites the limitation "generating a new event by the fundamental 
module after execution of the central module" and Claim 25 recite "wherein the 
fundamental module generates a new event after completing execution of the central 
module". The phrase "new event" Is viewed to be vague and indefinite. It Is unclear as 
to what "event" the applicant is referring to. Any interaction or output of the module or 
component of the system can be viewed as an event. The phrase "execution of the 
central module" is also viewed to be vague and indefinite. It is unclear if the limitation is 
implying that the central module is executed by the fundamental module or if an 
application within the central module is executed. 
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1 3. Claim 32 recites the limitation "generating a new event after execution of the 
central module" and Claim 33 recite "wherein said framework generates a new event 
after completing execution of the central module". The phrase "new event" is viewed to 
be vague and indefinite. It is unclear as to what "event" the applicant is referring to. 
Any interaction or output of the module or component of the system can be viewed as 
an event. The phrase "execution of the central module" is also viewed to be vague and 
indefinite. It is unclear if the limitation is implying that the central module is executed by 
the framework or if an application within the central module is executed. 

14. Similar comments apply to Claims 18-19, 26-27 and 34-35, in regards to the 
phrase "new set of events" and "new event". Also Claims 18, 26 and 34 recite "after 
completing any remaining framework even-related task". The phrase "any" is viewed as 
open-ended and reads on any task including the task of initiating the generation of a 
new set of events as claimed. Therefore the limitation "after completing any remaining 
framework event-related task" has no weight in the claim as phrased. Claim 26 recites 
the limitation "framework". There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the 
claim. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a printed 
publication in this or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a patent. 
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16. Claims 16-39 and 43, as best understood, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) 
as being anticipated by Applicant's Admitted Prior Art (APA), (see instant application PG 
Publication 2005/01 19940 A1 , Figures 1-3, paragraphs [0001] - [0019]). 

1 7. Regarding claims 16. 24 and 32 , APA discloses a system and method for 
executing an event-driven application resident in a smart-card comprising a 
fundamental module, the application being separating into a central module and at least 
one complementary module, the method comprising: managing interaction between the 
central module and the at least one complementary module by the fundamental module 
(Figures 1-3); and generating a new event by the fundamental module after execution of 
the central module (Figures 1-3, Paragraph [0011]). 

1 8. Regarding claims 17. 25. and 33. APA discloses a system and method wherein 
the fundamental module generates a new event after completing execution of the 
central module (Figures 1-3, Paragraph [0011]). 

1 9. Regarding claims 18. 26. and 34. APA discloses a system and method wherein 
the fundamental module generates a new event after completing any remaining 
framework event-related task (Figures 1-3, Paragraph [0011]). 

20. Regarding claims 19. 27, and 35, APA discloses a system and method wherein 
each complementary module is registered and triggered to an appropriate new event 
(Figures 1-3, Paragraphs [0006] - [0008], Paragraph [0012]). 
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21 . Regarding claims 20. 28. and 36. APA discloses a system and method wherein 
an interface defined by the fundamental module is provided to the central module and to 
the at least one complementary module (Figures 1-3, Paragraphs [0007] - [0009]). 

22. Regarding claims 21 . 29. and 37. APA discloses a system and method wherein 
input data delivered to the central module is also delivered to the at least one 
complementary module (Paragraph [0011]). 

23. Regarding claims 22. 30. and 38. APA discloses a system and method wherein 
the fundamental module is associated with an operating system of the smart-card 

(Figures 1-3). 

24. Regarding claims 23. 31 . and 39. APA discloses a system and method wherein 
the fundamental module functions as a terminal interface protocol manager (Paragraph 
[0004]). 

25. Reqardinq claim 43. APA discloses a system wherein the electronic device is 
configured as a point of sale terminal (Figure 1). 

26. Claims 16-18, 20-26, 28-34, 36-41 and 43, as best understood, are rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Valencia et al (US Pat No. 5,380,991). 

27. Reqardinq claims 16. 24 and 32 , Valencia discloses a system and method for 
executing an event-driven application resident in a smart-card comprising a 
fundamental module, the application being separating into a central module and at least 
one complementary module, the method comprising: managing interaction between the 
central module and the at least one complementary module by the fundamental module 
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(Abstract, Figure 2); and generating a new event by the fundamental module after 
execution of the central module (Figure 2, Column 2 lines 59-62, Column 4 lines 4-26). 

28. Regarding claims 17. 25. and 33. Valencia discloses a system and method 
wherein the fundamental module generates a new event after completing execution of 
the central module (Figure 2, Column 4 lines 4-26). 

29. Regarding claims 18. 26. and 34. Valencia discloses a system and method 
wherein the fundamental module generates a new event after completing any remaining 
framework event-related task (Figures 1-3, Paragraph [0011]). 

30. Regarding claims 20. 28. and 36. Valencia discloses a system and method 
wherein an interface defined by the fundamental module is provided to the central 
module and to the at least one complementary module (Figure 2). 

31 . Regarding claims 21 . 29. and 37. Valencia discloses a system and method 
wherein input data delivered to the central module is also delivered to the at least one 
complementary module (Figure 2, Column 4 lines 4-26). 

32. Regarding claims 22. 30. and 38. Valencia discloses a system and method 
wherein the fundamental module is associated with an operating system of the smart- 
card (Figure 2, Column 4 lines 4-26). 

33. Regarding claims 23, 31 , and 39, Valencia discloses a system and method 
wherein the fundamental module functions as a terminal interface protocol manager 
(Figure 2, Column 4 lines 4-26). 

34. Regarding claim 40. Valencia discloses a system wherein said smart card 
comprises first and second memories and wherein the central module resides in said 
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first memory and the at least one complementary module resides in said second 
memory (Figure 2, Column 4 lines 4-26). 

35. Regarding claim 41. Valencia discloses a system wherein said first memory 
comprises a read only memory and said second memory comprises a programmable 

memory (Figure 2, Column 4 lines 16-36). 

36. Regarding claim 43. Valencia discloses a system wherein the electronic device is 
configured as a point of sale terminal (Abstract, Figure 4, Column 4 lines 4-26). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

37. The following Is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

38. Claims 19, 27, and 35, as best understood, are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Valencia et al (US Pat No. 5,380,991) in view of Applicant's 
Admitted Prior Art (APA), (see application 10/725193, Figures 1-3, paragraphs [0001] - 
[0019]). 

39. Regarding claims 19. 27. and 35. Valencia fails to explicitly disclose a system 
and method wherein each complementary module is registered and triggered to an 
appropriate new event. 
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40. However, APA discloses a system and method wherein each complementary 
module is registered and triggered to an appropriate new event (Figures 1-3, Paragraph 
[0011]). 

41 . Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to use the teachings of APA in the device of Valencia 
reference to include a system and method wherein each complementary module is 
registered and triggered to an appropriate new event, for the advantage of distributing 
and tasking particular tasks to designated modules. 



Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Paris Almatrahi whose telephone number is (571) 270- 
3326. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Friday 9:00 AM - 5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ryan Zeender can be reached on (571) 272-6790. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Paris Almatrahi 
Examiner 
Art Unit 3627 

FA 

/Michael Cuff/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3627 



